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Applicants are grateful to the Examiner for his detailed comments in the Response to 
Arguments section of the previous Office Action. Applicants are of course 

that r ~ 

that the prosecution of this application Is rather "long In the tooth". Thus, Applicants 
would like to take advantage of the Examinees kind and reasonable offer to provide 
specific definitions of the terms "signaling protocol message", "software code" and 
storing- computer software code In at least one signaling protocol message. 
APPl'^nts believe that the definitions of these terms (to be provided below) are no 
different to what one skilled in the art would understand. However. Applicants kindly 
request that the Examiner bear In mind the limiting effect of the definition of claim 
terms by the Applicants during prosecution of the application and therefore as a 
matter of public record, if the Examiner Is persuaded that the claims (as limited by 
the deflnftions provided in this response) do not read onto the prior art citations 
raised during prosecution, then there is no reason to maintain his rejections. 

Signaling Protocol jy iAaaagia 

A -message- is any data which may be transmitted In a communication system It is 
a very broad temi per se. However, the claims recite the temi "signaling protocol 
message". A signaling protocol is a protocol that performs signaling. "Signaling- 
means the communication of information relating to the establishment or control of 
communications sessions or the establishment of connections, or relating to the 
management of network entitles. In contrast, signaling does not mean the 
communication of user data. To Illustrate that one skilled In the art would agree with 
this definition. the Examiner is referred to the web page 
http://^n.wiklpema orq/Wikl/signqlipn (t^lecomrpunlcatiop) , a copy of which page has 
been printed on September 8, 2005 and attached hereto. 
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■signaling prolocol message" does not .k tam, 

communicated within an esta!lh!r ^ "'^ «>« ™)"» 

give but one eTalle Jt!! ""necion. Thus, to 

protoool message. ^SSt « ^«"allng 

Computer Roftwar<| » r;r%H«. 

.e»..,„st™o,.he„mpu.Jde.ceTr.rad~rZr^ 

a.n^«^£dr-:^ 
i„.a.u.,.e..,iean.sher»rrt:::errr: 
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code" does not Include a URL A uri i« rr.^^, ^ . 

urM_. M URL is merely data wh ch mav be ooeratAri kw 
a ccmpo^n, dev,„ (fe. exa^pta ,y a eo^puHna device TZZlZ 

~ '"^ ^-""'^ Applicants 
B«m,„,r an emal. Including a url po,nt,n8 to a web page (,br example 1 
w,.<.ped,a web pa^e given above,. However, «,a. ORL le mei^iy L. « * 
^examiner wene .o cu, and pa«e «,e URL Into a browser, or to double o lIcZ ^ ' 
URL to eutoma^cairy launch a browser. «,e„ «,e browser would access «,e vlp 
page. However, t is the user ac«on combined wlU, *e software program code of me 
browser app„ca«cn which instmcs «,e compu«ng device to access .he given ^b 
page, not the URL itself which Is merely data. 

Sl9rli^ Comp^ i tBr S<»vare Cn^^ in a. I ^ pr ^f^l nrii 

.he torn, ^.ortng- is virtual^ self^vldent. A signaling protocol message 
has a fln e tength which may be measu^d, tor exempt. In a number o, bte or 
bv.es. Similarly, the computer software code has a flnito length which may be 

Zs O.TT- ^ ~* * 'ISnallng pioLl 

message. Apphcants mean mat me number of bits or bytes of intormation which 
make up the computer software code are included in me a. least one signaling 

protocol message. ^ 

Thus, if mere Is one signaling protocol message, me number of bits or bytes of 
.nfonnatlon making up me computer softwam code a,e all Included wimin the on. 
s.gnal,ng protocol message. Whom mere a,e two or mom signaling p,^| 
message, part of me lnfem,a«on which makes up ma computer software code may 
be «o,ed in one of me signaling pmtocol messages and other parts in omer 
signaling protocol messages. Specif cally, me tern, -storing- means mat me actual 
informafon making up the computer software code is inslydas! in me at least one 
signaling protocol message. In contrast, provkling a URL which esim to a networK 
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computer software code In « teast one sisnalins protocol meswge. 

a oir- message. With that in mind, Applicants believe the Examiner win 
appreciate «,e relevance o, the Applicants eartier arguments on that issue 

Conclusion 

Appncants have provided careful and detailed detinitions of the temis requested l>y 

riT™"'H T'^'*' " ^"""^""^ ^'^"^y ^ *-e 

deflnitrcns and from the detailed atguments presented In the previous and eadier 
responses, that none of tt,e prtor art citations disclose the featuies of the p«sen, 
invention as claimed. presem 

The Examiner has reeled claims 1, 7-8, 11 and 14 under 35 use §102(a) as t«ing 
antapated by the article en«tled -Chamme; A System for Rapid Crea«on c, Por^bl! 

H^f TT ^"'^ ^'"'■"^'^ Component-. 

However, the Examiner will be aware that the test fcr anticipation is a vi-gcous one 

.^unTr '""""^ °"IY If ear-,h „nd element .^^ ^. , ; 

^ e*er expressly or ,nhe,en«y des^bed, in a single prior art reference- 
^en^ssaa/B^s. „. Union 0„ Co. ofCemn^la. ai4F.2.d 628, 631, 2 USPQ2d1051 
1053). Applicants believe It is abundantly and exNicltly clear from the above 
deflnrtions and the anguments referred to that the test has no. been satisfied In 
part«ular, mere is na^issaosus in the above prtor art reference of -stonng computer 
«ft«va« code in at least one signaling p^tocol message" as ™<,ul,ed by claim 1 

Clajn 14 and rts dependent claim 16 recite oonesponding limitations in respect of a 
destination tennlnal and are also therefore not antidpafed. 
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Accordingly, there is clearly no reason for this application to continue to be rejected 
on the basis of the cited prior art. Applicants therefore request favorable 
reconsideration of the application and look fonvard to receiving a Notice of 
Allowance In due course. If however the Examiner is minded to continue hte 
rejection, Applicants would like to take advantage of the opportunity of a telephone 
interview with the Examiner. If this is the case. Applicants representatives will be 
contacting the Examiner to arrange for such an interview at an appropriate time 



September 8, 2005 



Respectfully submitted, 



ter^#rSHSkula 
Registration No. 40,808 
lames & Thornburg LLP 
P.O. Box 2786 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-2786 
(312) 214-4813 
(312) 759-5646 (fax) 
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